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. 1. Previous information on'subqaot from British

sources appears to corroborate points in subjeot s story, such as
his service with Ast Vien, comneotion with Nemeth and Co., and the
general nature of his activities.

2. Interrogaticn of Andor Qross, mow in our files,
raises some points worth disoussion. “Acocording to Gross, he met
Springman, whom he had known since boyhood, arcund Ootober 1942, and
agreed to arrange for the delivery of mail and money from Igtanbul for
the Zionists for a 10% commission on the money handled. The rollo'inﬂ

» Oross introduced Spri to Erich Werner, alias Charles Popesou |
o is, of course, our mbgoﬁs) whom Gross had met recently at t P
races, and whom Gross had recruited as ocourier for Springman's mis- ' ,
sion. This direotly ocontradicts Wemder's statement that he reoruited |
Gross to perform missions for Joint. Gross states that when Wender |
returned from Istanbul, he gave Gross only one-fourth of the 10X com- /
mission, rather than a half-share acsording to their agreement. Wender
told Gross that he had met Pomerants (Wenia) and other Joints in Is-
tanbul, but did not think they would make much money out of them.

3. In February 1943, Springman asked Gross to take
unother letter to Turkey. As Wender was then stuck in Istanbul as
the frontier was closed to travel, Oross deoided to make the journey
himself. He went down to Istanbul in March, contacting Wender immedia-
tely. Wender introduced him to Pomersnts, to Cellek, Bneder and 8synd,
other Joints, and later to Wittold Blaii;, an agent of the Polish Con-
sulate. Uthers to whom Wendel introduced Gross were Teddy Bsumamn,
a Hungarian newspaperman of shady reputation and probably a DAj one
Bachsmann, probably Albert Bachsmann, & merchant and suspect German
agent (id/w Boxmaun in Pars 32 of LVX 2071); Vogl, and Viktor, both
of the Taksim Bar and reported agents of Ast III F, Vienna; Mazaryk,
probably Hasan Masaryk, an associate of Willy Goets, and Neufeld, a
Hungarisn Jew artiste. Wender also told Gross of his contaot with
Commander Earle, saying Earle had given him a questionnaire to fill -

out. All of the above from Gross indicates that Wondzr may have known
more about GIS activities in Istanbul than he has told.
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4. Further information from Gross gives the opposite
imnpression, however, as much of (ross' story about ocontacts made through
Collek oontained no mention of Wendor except to say that gross roportod
to Collek that Wender was not thoroughly reliable,

5. Before Gross and Wender left lstanbul, Wender intro-
duced Oross to David Asar, an agent of Commander Earle. On the train to
Sofia, Wender showed Gross a leaden tube which he had undertaken to ocarry
from Roman, Polish Consul in Istanbul, to a Polish editor in Hudsputu v
named Karjibowsky, for a fee of 600 thales.

8. Gross also accuses Wender, Weininger and one s&m
of having cheated Gross in the matter of his commissions on the

Joint funds and of having cheated the Jews on the exchange of gold to
Reichsnarks., GOross, Wender and Weininger discussed the handling of the
money, and the latter arranged through his chief, Dr. Sochmids, of Ast #II r,
Vienna, to transport the funds. Permmission from Graf Marosna, head of '

Gen KO, Vienna, was arraunged for this through Baron Manteuffel, head of

Ast IIIF, Viemna. On a second trip to Istanbul, Gross warned Collek and
Pomerants of this arrangement, and of his doubts as to the reliadility of
Wender add Weininger. He also warned them against introduoing these two

to the British, :

7. On a third journey to Istanmbul, Gross was intorduced
by Wender to Julius Zovaos or Kovats, an agent of Klatt and the &m;-.rium.
N~ T
8. After Gross' third return to Budapest, he s tates that
nnu Goetz adnitted that he had written a report to Gross' superior,
Merkey, against Gross at the instigation of Wender and Weininger, who
threatened to report on Goetz if he refused.

9. Gross reports on Wender's difficulties with Bagel
and subsequent arrest substentially as he gives it himself.

10. One further report mentions a Charles Popesou, a
lhipping agent in Turkey and Syria, as a contaot of the Axis Armistice
Commissions for trade in the Eastern Mediterranean. Probably identical
with subject.

11, The chief points of interest here for our purpose

aret
a) The likelihood that Wender has colored his story

to serve his own purpose or that he has withheld information, partioularly
on his assooiation with Gross. Aocording to Gross' story, the two appear
to have sntertained considerable distrust of eaoh other; this idea is
encouraged somewhat by subjeot's suspicion that Gross had betrayed him to
the Gestapo., TIurther, it appears from Gross' story that subject is not
the idealistic Zionist he piotures himself, but was rather involved in the
Zionist aotivity for what he could make out of it. In support of this idea
are his recent black market activities; in opposition is our realisation
that Gross himeclf is a vory unreliable witness, and his acousations of
sharp dealing on the part of Wender may not be true.
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b) The security of subject, as evidenced
by his cheerful willingness to discuss his busineas with Gross
(his miasion for Roman, his oontact with Earle, his introduction
of Gross to Asar, sarle's agent) about whose activitiea he claims to
know nothing, his betrayal of Gefrorner to the Russians (Para 45, LVX
207), and his apparent wilung:::; to serve snybody who approsached
him with a mission. The sta ts made by Gross relative to the
many intoductions given him by Wender and the contacts of Wender with
Roman and Earle have the ring of truth because there seems no reason
for Gross to have invented such incidents; it could have helped his om
ocass in no way. ‘

12. You may, by further interrogation, elioit further
information on some of these points. Meanwhile, there seems little
doubt that subject is a typiocal professional agent, and no more reliable
than most of that stamp. There seems little reason to assume that he
ocould be trusted any further than his own immediate interests lie, or
that he would maintain a confidence any longer than it is to his ime X
mediate profit to do so. Contact and use of subjeot should be prediocated
on this basis.
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